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M\ Tonight's Presenters Q

e Julian Avila, ADOT Community Relations
Project Manager

* Annette Riley, PE, ADOT Senior Project
Manager (Maricopa County Portion)

o Javier Gurrola, PE, ADOT Project Manager
(Pinal County Portion)
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'(“Q‘ ADOT’s C it t (‘
s commitmen %M

ADOT

o Work closely with community members,
businesses, and public officials

* Involve the public in the decision-making

process

e Continue information and involvement
throughout design and construction
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SR 802 Study History Q
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STares OF

Apache
e o Started with the Southeast

Maricopa / Northern Pinal
County Area Transportation
Study (SEMNPTS)
» Established demand

N  |dentified corridors
87\ cmmge;[; | rorence ° Began WGF Definition Study

287 e Maricopa Association of

' 5] 79, Governments initiated the
& Williams Gateway Freeway
Study in Maricopa County




SR 802 Study History Q
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SR 802 Study Area
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ApECHE Juncti

Begin Study:
Tie to Loop 202

Study: US 60
or SR 79 ey



SR 802 Study Area
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Study Goal

ADOT

Provide an east-west transportation
corridor to serve the projected build-
out of eastern Maricopa County and

northern Pinal County
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Initial Corridor
Evaluation Factors

Mobility (regional and local street
compatibility)

Land use (existing and future
development)

Environmental compatibility (natural,
physical, and socioeconomic)

Stakeholder input (agency and public)



Superstmon

V|stas

Corridor 1: Characteristics

Most direct east-west route » Closely parallels US 60
Fewer residential impacts * Less compatible with

Shortest route length Superstition Vistas development £

No new Queen Creek Wash e Does not connect with SR 79
Crossing

ARIZONA

79




Corridor 2: Characteristics

Offers a regional solution
More compatible with
Superstition Vistas
development

Fewer residential impacts

Superstition
- Vistass

&

« Parallels US 60
e Requires new Queen
Creek Wash crossing




Corridor 3: Characteristics

_aale Better freeway access to ¢ Less compatible with Maricopa &
=~ Queen Creek Pinal County Plans
= |* More compatible with More residential impacts
~ Superstition Vistas Regional park conflicts
development Known cultural site conflicts
Offers a regional solution

ARIZONAT &8




Corridor 4: Characteristics

Offers a regional solution e Less compatible with
More compatible with Pinal Superstition Vistas
County Plan development north of
Crosses Queen Creek Wash Queen Creek Wash
where development already  * More impacts to existing
exists development

SUperstitiont
 Vistas

ARIZONA







Consensus Building
Process

Agency and
Public Scoping
Meetings
April 2007

Gather Issues,
Concerns,
Opportunities

Develop
Statement
of Purpose

and Need
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Identify
Evaluation
Criteria

Public; Meeting




Consensus Building
Process

Corridor/Alternatives
Development and Evaluation

Field Reconnaissance
Design Concepts

Technical and
Environmental Studies

Evaluation Matrix
Feasibility Analysis
Agency and Public Meetings

UOIIEPUIILLIOIDY
Ateujunaag




What’s Next? (‘
Engineering Elements 1@

ATES

Traffic studies
Drainage studies (CAP, FRS, QCW)

Utility investigation (major transmission)

Bridge evaluations / proposed types
Construction cost estimate

Right-of-way needs

Implementation plan




'(s'i‘ What’s Next?
~“bor Environmental Elements

Detailed evaluations, field studies, and
reviews of impacts to social, economic, and
environmental resources such as:

eLand uses

Biological resources

Cultural / Archeological resources
*Noise / Air / Water / Visual quality

eHazardous materials




Consensus Building
Process

Corridor/Alternatives
Development and Evaluation

Field Reconnaissance
Design Concepts

Technical and
Environmental Studies

Evaluation Matrix
Feasibility Analysis
Agency and Public Meetings

Publicp Meeting Publicp Meeting
H
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Consensus Building
Process

Final

Recommendation

Public
Hearing
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Development Process

Study For the Maricopa County
Process Portion:

Design / construct 2016-2020
per RTP funding program eAcquire right of way

eStart design

For the Pinal County eStart construction
Portion: -Open to public

ADOT to identify projects /
program funding

Public Involvement & Community Outreach Process




'(ﬁ Provide Your Input (‘
U pu %}M

www.azdot.gov/ValleyFreeways/SR802
E-Newsletters

Newsletters
Presentations to organizations

Public meetings and hearings
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(N Provide Your Input

ADOT

If you need another ™ s ey’

blue gue stion card, Pot ot s et st ograng s et At oo vl gt s v
please raise your hand! ||

Question and
ANswer Session

Please return your Comment Sheets by June 10, 2008




Study Contacts

Visit: www.azdot.gov/ValleyFreeways/SR802
Hotline: (602) 283-9800

Email: EastValleyProjects@cox.net

Contacts:

Julian Avila, Community Relations Project Manager
Tel: (602) 712-7033
E-mail: JAvila@azdot.gov

Teresa Welborn, Deputy Public Involvement Director
Tel: (520) 388-4257
E-mail: TWelborn@azdot.gov
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